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RECEIVEp
Honorable Jay Dickey
House of Representatives "AR 2 4 ,”3

1338 Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20515 chyummms >

Dear Congressman Dickey:

This is in reply to your letter of February 26, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to the Commission’'s Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (R/C) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on R/C operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and R/C hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents’ concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Your constituents’
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding. We expect final

rules to be issued in 1994,
Slncerely;§

Rlchard J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
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Mr. Alfred C. Sikes, Chairman
Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Docket No. 92-235.
Dear Chairman Sikes:'

Enclosed are copies of many letters I have received from my constituents regarding
Docket No. 92-235, a proposed rulemaking that would apparently reassign certain radio
frequencies cssennally in the middle of radio frequencies currently used by radio-controlled
model airplane enthusiasts.

All of these letters from my constituents express concern about the safety impact
that may result if the reassignment of radio frequency goes ahead as proposed. In
particular, the letters point out that many model airplanes are flown in industrial park and
other areas where radio frequency interference by other users is probable. Apparently, the
FCC proposal inserting the new, higher power frequency allocation in the middle of current
radio-controlled model airplane frequencies, may be assigned to mobile sources. Thus, I
am told model airplane operators would have no idea when they may be near interference
with such a frequency. Given frequency tolerance variations, my constituents believe there
will be a high potential for interference and resultant threats to safety.
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Terarkana Radio Control Flying Club, Inc.
4308 Marcell Circle ’

Texarkana , Texas 753503

February 13, 1993

fﬁ

The Haonorable Jay Dickéy
U.5. Haouse of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515 .. FEB 24 1993
b
Dear Mr. Dickey, ~¥TT557 T

Radio Control Flying Club, Inc. We are a local model airplane
club of 50 to 60 members and are chartered by the Academy of
Model AReronautics, which is headquartered in Reston, Virginia.
Ouwr membership is comprised of Arkansans and Texans,
voungsters-to-retirees, students-to-people of many occupations
and professions, and membership is open to anyone interested in
model aviation as a sport and hobby. Each of us have a common
interest, the building and flying of RADIO CONTROLLED miniature
airplanes. Many of us have been participating in this
hobby/sport for 30 vears or more. The club has besn in

o Sgn ]

continuous operation since 1972,

Wa are very concerned about proposed rules that are being
considered by the Federal Communications Commission under PR
Docket 92-235. If adopted, these proposed rules will have a
very adverse effect on the usability of frequencies cuwrrently
assigned forr model aviation use. The cuwrrently assigned
freguencies in the 72 ~7& MHz band have been in use for a
relatively short time. Model aviation is currently assigned 50
frequencies. Each of these freguesncies 1s located between
frequencies assigned for commercial users. The proposed rules
will assign two addi@gggal commercial freguencies between many
of the current model and commercial frequencies. Generally, the
commercial users wutilize much more powerful transmissions than
de ouwr eguipment, and can causs interfersnce to our adjacent
fragusncies. It was never intended that =11 50 model
frequenciess would be usable at a particular location. Rather,
the intent was that a swuificient number of clear,
interference—{ree chamnels wouwld be abhle at any location.
We are told that of the cwrent 50 freqguencies, only 19 will be
left for ow use 1f the proposed rules are adopted. The FCEC
wonlid i effect be “"taking back" freguencies that were assigned
orly a faw vears ago.
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February 5, 1993

The Honorable Jay Dickey
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515

‘Dear Mr. Dickey:

I am very active in a 1local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently .
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235., If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our- radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.

‘This band 1is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch

operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequenc1es by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan, As a result, many land mobile froquencies w1ll mov ‘ g el
Lo the radio, control frequenCLesvand .caus @5

presentl ;
froquencies wil
When we fly our model a1rp1

and the ploLecLlon of pxopcxty - Many of our safety prec_u
involve the caroeful coordination and use of the radio co
froquencies. If tho numbor of ugsable froquencios is diminished” ‘as
proposed by the FCC the remaining frequoncies will bocome congested ™
and the marvgin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
Lo 10 fcot and Wojgh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models

"Lhiemselves are expensive to build; but more Lo the point, they are

capahble of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contest
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe



‘flying environment.

I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry. _

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,

ANfE 34354







flying environment.

I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio uscrs at the expense ol
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as.important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable ;nvestment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby prov1des hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contr1bu§es_to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime Dby
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band. .
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flying environment. ‘

I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to
the advancement and. development of the commercial aviation
industry. . )

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,



February 5, 1993 ' R

The Honorable Jay Dickey
U.S. House of Reps. e
Washington, D.C. 20515 _ ‘ s

Dear Mr. Dickey:

I am very active 1in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently .
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Dockelt 92-235, If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for

"model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. ‘However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use 1nterfer1ng with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we {1y our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths Lo assure the safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC the remaining frequencies will become congested
and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up

to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
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flying environment.

I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,







flying environment.
I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the

opetating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of psople like myself and contributes to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry. : ‘

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz

band.
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. flying environment. s
I.do not think it 1is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expenge of

radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours

of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.
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band.

Sincerely,
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I DO NOT think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we
are as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

% ‘

Albert Nussey






MICHAEL S. HARRISON
DENTIST
€00-T MAIN STREET — SOUTHWEST PLAZA
HOT SPRINGS, ARKANSAS 71913

801/623-7880

FEB 2 41998

February 19, 1993

The Honorable Jay Dickey
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515-0404

Dear Mr. Dickey:

Thank you for responding to my letter regarding the proposed FCC
changes. I appreciate the many varied and difficult daily
decisions you must make, and I understand how a conversation with
the FCC might go regarding their wish to restructure the
frequencies, but I assure you that the information you received
from them was both grossly inaccurate and trivialized.

This is a serious and major decision that is being made. The radio
control industry is a multi-million dollar industry that is very
sophisticated and challanging. It is educational for millions of
youngsters from 8 to 88, and I urge you to reconsider.

Regarding "where" we'fly, many, many radio control(R/C) clubs are,

in fact, in industrial parks! Ours is located in Mid-America
Industrial Park in Hot Springs. Besides that, these frequencies
are designated as mobile. That means they can be anywhere,

anytime. Therefore, we, the R/C fliers, are not safe anywhere.

I am enclosing more literature to better inform you of the serious
nature of the proposed FCC changes. Also, I strongly urge you to
visit our national headquarters at 1810 Samuel Morse Drive, Reston,
Virginia. This is the Academy of Model Aeronautics, with over
100,000 members. Vince Mankowski is the executive director of the
A.M.A. Please give him a call at (703)435-0750 anytime from 8 a.m.
to 5 p.m. weekdays.. '

Again, I urge you to reconsider this very important matter. Feel

free to call me at any time. My numbers are (501)262-2428 (home)
or (501)623-7880 (office).

Sincerely,

Michael S. Harrison



January 28, 1993

The Honorable Mr. Dickey
U. S. House of Reps. S

Washington, DC 20515 _
FEB 2 4 1998

Dear Sirs:

I am Very interested in the radio control hobby, particularly in
building and flying radio control airplanes. I am very opposed to the
proposed rule changes contained in PR Docket 92-235.

We already share our radio control frequencies on the 72-76 MHz band
with private land mobile dispatch operations, but the current separation
between the channels and the R/C community buying all new radios with

’u—-?r.pr nwﬂ“ﬁ! gi::_x.n'r ..... e m :—L——‘-’.my !!g ?--l"l - onea

T
PR Docket 92-235 will put other services on frequencies much closer to

(and some in between) our radio control frequencies. These new channels will

be closer than what even the newest radio control equipment is designed to

filter out, and will cause a large number of our radio control channels to

become unusable for safety reasons.

Safety is a prime concern in the radio control hobby. The planes we fly
often have wing spans of 10 or more feet, and can weigh 30 or 40 pounds.
They can cause serious injuries and/or damage if interference causes the
operator to lose control of the plane. Of the only 50 channels we have for
radio control now, I understand that only 19 will be safely usable if this
action is taken. Only having 19 channels will also mean more congestion and
accidents even without interference since all the participants will have to
fit into these channels, placing many people on the same frequency.

The radio control community has already had to replace it's equipment
with newer, narrow-band radios to allow more people to use the frequencies
with greater safety. This proposal will decrease safety in two ways:
increased interference rendering channels unusable, and increased crowding.on
the remaining channels. This will greatly reduce the enjoyment I find in the
hobby, and put my sizeable investment in it at risk.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not allowing
this proposal to be implemented.

Sincerely,

%ﬂ#%//






January 28, 1993

The Honorable Mr. Dickey v
U. S. House of Reps. G

Washington, DC 20515 : FEB 2 ‘ m

Dear Sirs:

I am very interested in the radio control hobby, particularly in
building and flying radio control airplanes. I am very opposed to the
proposed rule changes contained in PR Docket 92-235.

We already share our radio control frequencies on the 72-76 MHz band
with private land mobile dispatch operations, but the current separation
between the channels and the R/C community buying all new radios with
narrower channels has prevented interference up till now.

PR Docket 92-235 will put other services on frequencies much closer to
(and some in between) our radio control frequencies. These new channels will
be closer than what even the newest radio control equipment is designed to
filter out, and will cause a large number of our radio control channels to
become unusable for safety reasons.

Safety is a prime concern in the radio control hobby. The planes we fly
often have wing spans of 10 or more feet, and can weigh 30 or 40 pounds.
They can cause serious injuries and/or damage if interference causes the
operator to lose control of the plane. Of the only 50 channels we have for
radio control now, I understand that only 19 will be safely usable if this
action is taken. Only having 19 channels will also mean more congestion and
accidents even without interference since all the participants will have to
fit into these channels, placing many people on the same frequency.

The radio control community has already had to replace it's equipment
with newer, narrow-band radios to allow more people to use the frequencies
with greater safety. This proposal will decrease safety in two ways:
increased interference rendering channels unusable, and increased crowding on
the remaining channels. This will greatly reduce the enjoyment I find in the
hobby, and put my sizeable investment in it at risk.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not allowing
this proposal to be implemented.

Sincerely,







